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WHAT IS BEHIND THE "WALKS FOR PEACE?" 


The April 2, 1961 issue of the Communist Worker carried the headline, ‘People March For 
Peace.” The article is quoted in part as follows: 


“Thousands are marching for peace this weekend, from one end of the nation to the other. 
San Francisco predicts the biggest peace walk rally in its history. Chicago, with friendly competi- 
tion between the SANE committee and the American Friends Service Committee, will have two 
walks combining into one huge rally. 


“In Maryland, the Witnesses for Peace, which includes some twenty peace groups, will hold 
vigils at Fort Detrick, at the Atomic Energy Commission installation in Germantown and at the 
Pentagon in Washington. . . 


“One week of walks by the New Jersey SANE committees started March 25 at McGuire 
Air Force Base with 425 people, mostly college and high school students, in line .. . 


“The New England Committee for Non-Violent Action is on a 340-mile peace march . 
New Yorkers of the Fellowship of Reconciliation, War Resisters, One Hundred Days for Peace, 
and other peace groups will join the New Englanders on this walk... . 


“Other peace actions this weekend include vigils at the Armed Forces training center at Times 
Square by the Religious Society of Friends. Many clergymen devoted the week-end of March 25 
and 26 to peace sermons and programs, a move initiated by the One Hundred Days for Peace Com- 
mittee. 


“The broadest unity of activity apparently centers around the petitions initiated by Mr. and 
Mrs. Linus Pauling, signed by some 800 prominent citizens in 41 countries, including 39 Nobel 
Prize winners. Thousands of additional signatures are being secured, which will strengthen the voice 
of Dr. Pauling as he speaks May 18 at Oslo in protest against extending nuclear weapons to NATO.” 


Elizabeth Gurley Flynn, Chairman of the Communist Party in the U.S., is quoted in the March 
19, 1961 Worker as follows: 


“The desire for Peace is a bond between the women of all countries. It will be the universal 
theme of International Women’s Day celebrations in Moscow, Peking, Berlin, Prague, New Delhi, 





London, Paris, Rome, Budapest, Bucharest, Tokyo, 
Havana, Rio De Janeiro and others. Peace, dis- 
armament, the end of nuclear weapons, will be 
slogans raised all over the world. We American 
women should be in the forefront of struggles to real- 
ize this.” 


FAITHFUL TO COMMUNIST DIRECTIVES 


In view of the importance afforded the Peace 
Walks in Communist publications, it would seem that 
an investigation of the underlying motives of individ- 
uals and organizations involved is in order. Just what 
sparks and motivates the so-called spontaneous peace 
movements? 


In the “Statement by 81 Marxist-Leninist Parties” 
reported in the January, 1961 issue of the Communist 
monthly Political Affairs, editor Herbert Aptheker 


wrote: 


“Peace is a loyal ally of socialism (Com- 
munism. Ed), for time is working for socialism 
against capitalism. The policy of peaceful co- 
existence is a policy of mobilizing the masses 
and launching vigorous action against the en- 
emies of peace. Peaceful coexistence of states 
does not imply renunciation of the class strug- 
gle as the revisionists claim. The coexistence 
of states with different social systems is a form 
of class struggle between socialism and capital- 
ism. In conditions of peaceful coexistence favor- 
able opportunities are provided for the devel- 
opment of the class struggle in the capitalist 
countries and the national-liberation movement 
of the peoples of the colonial and dependent 
countries.” 


Here the Communists clearly state that one of 
their prime efforts is to mobilize the masses into 
vigorous action for peace. However, they also state 
that while agitating the masses for peace, they have 
no intention of slackening their quest for world domi- 
nation. They state, instead, that a condition of co- 
existence is much more favorable to them both in 
strengthening the Communist Party here in the United 
States as well as in smaller nations around the world. 


SUBJUGATION OF U.S. CALLED FOR 


The same statement quoted above also said, 


“In these conditions, a real possibility will 
have arisen to exclude world war from the life 
of society even before socialism achieves com- 
plete victory on earth, with capitalism still exist- 
ing in a part of the world. The victory of 
socialism over all the world will completely 
remove the social and national causes of all 
wars.” 


Here again, the Communists have made themselves 
very plain. The conditions mentioned above are the 
areas of expansion experienced by the Soviets during 
the period of coexistence. When socialism (which is 
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actually Communism as used here) has expanded suf- § 
ficiently, and has enough of the world under their — 
control so that we are completely helpless due to our 
disarmament and their overwhelming military and 7 
geographical strength, war would be folly for us. At | 
that time, according to the Kremlin, “the victory of 7 
socialism all over the world will completely remove | 
the social and national causes of war.” 3 


The whole Soviet plan can be summed up as hav- = 
ing a two-fold purpose: (1) To buy time for the® 
Communists so that, through propaganda and infil-7 
tration, they can subvert more land area and peoples 
under their domination, and (2) to agitate us into™ 
unilateral disarmament so that when the time comes 4 
for their take-over of our nation, we will be defense-4 
less against them. Such disarmament will also prevent 7 
us from aiding other nations against the Soviets, either 
in going behind the iron curtain or breaking the Krem- 7 
lin yoke that now binds them. The international © 
“peace” that would exist under such conditions would 7 
be “peace” under the chains and slavery of the most } 
horrible tyranny ever conceived in the minds of men. | 


THE TACTICS DESCRIBED 


Louis Budenz, former Communist editor of the 7 
Worker, has given us some light on how the Com- | 
munists use the peace movements. In his book Tech- } 
niques of Communism, Budenz said: 


“The continuance of the “peace partisan” 
movement indicates, however, that Stalin had 
gained his minimum objective, the creation of 
enough hesitancy on the part of the American 
nation to lay the foundations for further en- 
croachments in the Far East. The “peace cru- 
sades”’ received the open support of many out- 
standing Americans and people of a like char- 
acter in other countries. The movement has 
been instrumental in registering uncertainty 
and vascillation in the attitudes and policies of 
the Western Nations. It still carries the danger 
of creating frustration or defeatism within the 
United States, which is obviously one of its 
objectives.” 


Tom Anderson, editor of Farm and Ranch, had | 
this same Kremlin tactic in mind when he wrote in | 
the May 1959 issue of his magazine: 


“We win all wars and lose all conferences. Why? 7 
We can’t negotiate because we don’t know what we | 
want. We failed at Quebec, Teheran, Potsdam, Yalta, 7 
Moscow, London, Paris, Panmunjom and Geneva. And 7 
we'll fail at the next one, because the enemy has one} 
unswerving goal and we don’t. . . The Communists] 
have one basic goal: to take over and communize the 7 
whole world. To do this, they are willing to commit | 
any blood bath, any crime, any lie, any tactic. So any | 
summit understanding would be completely worthless; 

(See “PEACE WALKS” Page 7) 
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An impartial analysis of political, economic and military events in the critical areas of the 
world, derived from confidential sources, with emphasis on facts that have not been made 


public. Editor: Major General 


C. A. Willoughby, U.S.A. Ret. Writer. Publisher. Lecturer. 


Mil. Attache Am. Embassies: Venezuela, Colombia, Ecuador 1921-1929. MacArthur’s Chief 


of Intelligence 1939-1951. Washington Representative Christian Crusade. 


KARL MARX: APOSTLE OF COMMUNISM 
FEARED AND HATED RUSSIA 


Editor’s Note: This article is continued from last week. Previous 
highlights covered: (1) Karl Marx— Correspondent for the New 
York Daily Tribune 1853-1856. (2) Russian Foreign Policy — Con- 
stant for Czars and Commissars. (3) Karl Marx forecasts Russian 
expansionism. (4) Marx recognizes a Russian gambit. (5) Czarist 
and Communist dialectics. 


MARX FORECASTS 
COMMUNIST RUSSIA’S DIPLOMACY. 


The course of current events has shown how accu- 
rate Karl Marx was with his analysis of relations be- 
tween Russia and Austria and/or Russia and Turkey 
and how justified his warnings to the West, unfortun- 
ately unheeded by the latter. Since the system of the 
balance of power in Central and East Europe has 
meanwhile been destroyed to the advantage of Russia, 
Marx’s criticism of “Germans in Russian service who 
are hankering after war” assumes a new and highly 
topical significance in view of the Russian puppet Gov- 
ernors in the present Soviet Zone of Germany 


Karl Marx’s sympathies in the dramatic conflict 
between Russia and the West, which has been smolder- 
ing for so long, are clearly with the West. In spite of 
this fact, or to be more exact, precisely because of this 
fact, he frequently criticizes the policy of the Western 
Powers. In his opinion, the Governments of the West 
are either too foolish or too trusting to see through the 
perfidious Russian game of intrigue, or they let them- 
selves be overly impressed by a Russian power play, or 
else are so unscrupulous that they play one against the 
other and in this way ultimatly aid Russia. Thus the 
West, whose victory Karl Marx sincerely and pro- 
foundly desired, finds in him a relentless but clear- 
sighted critic, who teaches us a historical lesson which 
is applicable today and should open our eyes to the hoax 
of “coexistence.” Marx writes: 


“, . . The Russian bear will certainly be 
capable of anything as long as he knows that the 
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other animals with which he is dealing are not 
capable of anything.” 


CZARIST POLICY VIS-A-VIS: NEUTRALISM 


In the terminology of our day, one might, in fact, 
describe Karl Marx as an “anti-anti-Communist ac- 
tivist.” He heaps sarcastic reproaches on the West, 
particularly the British Government, to the effect that 
they passively accept Russia’s violations of rights and 
even try to persuade their allies, and Turks, to offer 
Russia an armistice which is only likely to be of ad- 
vantage to the latter country. He says: 

“, . . The only chance which now remains 


is that the war should at last cease to be a one- 
sided affair...” 


With regard to the Prussian and Austrian policy 
of neutrality (of that time) he strikes a modern note: 


“The efforts of Russian policy are in the 
first place directed toward securing the neutral- 
ity of the German states and preventing them 
from forming an alliance with the Western 
powers.” (a striking analogy to NATO of 
today? ) 

In his reports, Karl Marx uses language which one 
would expect of a General in the golden age of Mili- 
tarism. One of his biographers, Leopold Schwarzschild, 
has, indeed, rather aptly called him “The red Prussian.” 
Marx maintained: 


“, .. Europe may be rotten, but a war should 
have aroused the healthy elements. A war should 
have called forth some latent forces. Surely 250 
million people should have sufficient courage 
to carry a decent fight.” 


CZARIST PAN SLAVISM — 
COMMUNIST PAN-COMMUNISM. 


Pan Slavism — a form of Russian expansionism — 
as a political force has lost none of its significance but 
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is still an occasion utilized ideologically by Soviet Rus- 
sia. Karl Marx has rightly assessed its dynamic power 
and has explicitly stressed the danger for Europe which 
may arise out of it. 


Nicholas I and then Alexander II threatened Aus- 
tria with it when expedient: 





1939 














1945 











“, . . Alexander II will set himself up at the 
head of the Pan Slavist movement and will 
change his title of Emperor of ali Russians to 
that of Emperor of all Slavs. 


“, . . It is the first step toward transferring 
the war to the entire continent and openly giving 
it a European character. 
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CZARIST — U.S.S.R. EXPANSIONS: 1700-1939 — 1945-1960 

The expansion of Russian power, in terms of global Commun- 
ism, is the shattering result of World Wars I and II. The general 
trend of expansion toward the West, however, is inherent in Russian 
history. 

The frontiers of 1700 ran from Narva via Polotsk, Smolensk, 
Kiev, south of the Don River to the Caspian Sea. Peter the Great and 
Katherine II pushed relentlessly westward toward the partitions of 
Poland. 

The “Hitler Loot,’ 1939, comprises the black areas numbered 
1 to 8 incl. 

The “Potsdam Loot” gained the shaded areas, numbered 11 to 
17 incl. 

Karl Marx (1855) and Commodore Perry’s (1856) forecasts are 
disastrously valid in terms in 1960. 

The pattern is consistent, from East Germany to Laos, from North 
Korea to the Congo. The Commissars continued where the Czars left 
off — but with infinitely greater skills and energy. 

Said Karl Marx: “. . . Czarist Russia complains of Western ex- 
pansionism? As I examine the extent of Russian territorial conquests, 
since Peter the Great, I note the fact that the Russian frontiers have 
moved westward 700 miles in direction of Berlin, Dresden and Vienna, 
639 miles in direction of Stockholm and 1000 miles in direction of 
Teheran...” 

This was a clear definition of trends and objectives of Czarist 
Russia which have been carried even further under Communism. The 
U.S.S.R. is in Berlin today. Dresden is occupied. The Russians moved 
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on Stockholm via Finland. Vienna was released contemptuously. They 
are closing in on Teheran by way of Baghdad and the Regicides. 

Said Commodore O. H. Perry, U.S. Navy; a contemporary of Karl 
Marx: 

“. . . It seems to me that the people of America will extend their 
dominion until they shall have placed the Saxon race on the Eastern 
shores of Asia. And I think too, that Eastward and Southward, her 
gteat rival in aggrandizement, Russia, will stretch forth her powef 
to the borders of Siam (Thailand) and China (Mongolia). Thus, 
the Saxon and the Cossack will meet. Will it be in friendship? I fear 
not. 

“The antagonistic exponents of freedom and absolutism thus meet 
at last and then will be fought the mighty battle on which the World 
will look with breathless interest — for on its issue will depend the 
freedom or the slavery of the World ... I think I see in the distance 
the giants that are growing up for that fierce and final encounter .. .” 


April 28, 1961 
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“, .. it is no longer a question of who rules 
in Constantinople but of who rules over all 
Europe. 


**, .. Pan Slavism has nowadays been trans- 
formed from an idea into a political program — 
or rather into a political threat, which is sup- 
ported by 800,000 Russian bayonets.” 


KARL MARX ON GUERILLAS 
AND CONVENTIONAL ARMIES. 


“Every form of insurgent and irregular 
warfare against a powerful professional army 
nowadays needs the support of a regular army, 
if it is to be successful.” 


And as regards the fighting strength of the Russian 
Army (of the 70’s), he writes: 


“It cannot be denied that precisely at a time 
when Russian influence on European politics 
was stronger than ever, the actual efficiency of 
the Russian army by no means justified such a 
political position.” 

Karl Marx was undoubtedly an authority on Russia, 
but like so many Western politicians, scholars and states- 
men, he was influenced by Russian historiographers, 
and he interpreted the founding of the Kiev principal- 
ity quite falsely and described it as a “Russian State.” 
The Kiev principality was an Ukrainian state and not 
Russian. 


The Ukraine was closely connected with Greek and 
Byzantine cultures and Marx’s view that Russia’s cul- 
ture was of Greek and Byzantine origin is incorrect, 
since the Russians for hundreds of years were more in- 
fluenced by the Mongols. As the capital of the Ukrain- 
ian state, Kiev was the centre of Greek and Roman 
culture in the East; Moscow was fundamentally the 
opposite of the Ukrainian, i.e. the Occidental and Greek 
way of thinking, and constantly fought it. 


U.S.S.R. MONGOLOID PAN SLAVISM. 


The fact that Pan Slavism was and is a form of 
Russian imperialism, has been correctly appraised by 
Marx. But he is wrong in believing that all the Slav 
peoples were enthusiastic about Pan Slavism. On the 
contrary, the Poles, Ukrainians, Byelorussians, Slovaks 
and Croats, all belonging to the Slav race, were never- 
theless opposed to Pan Slavism since they were Russia's 
avowed enemies. If some of the intellectuals among 
the Czechs or Serbians were in favor of Pan Slavism, 
it was only because the Serbs or the Czechs erroneously 
hoped that the Russians would support them in their 
fight for independence. But they were deceived again 
and again by the Russians. Incidentally, just as there 
is no Pan-Germanism, so too, there is no such thing as 
Pan Slavism, i.e. as an organic, racially binding idea. 
For hundreds of years, Germanic England was the arch- 
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enemy of Germanic Germany. Germanic Denmark 
and Norway were hostile to Germanic Germany. Wars 
were not conducted for racial reasons but for national 
imperialist reasons. That is why Russian imperialism 
resorts to all kinds of camouflage in order to have a 
sham reason for new conquests. 


Various ideas which Marx formulates must be recti- 
fied, as for example the fact that he uses one term only 
to designate the entire southern territory of the Russian 
Imperium — from the Don to the Dniester and from 
the Don to the Njemen — namely New Russia or West 
Russia. It is perfectly obvious that what is meant here 
is the territory of the Ukrainian nation. 


Marx also refused to recognize the Byelorussian 
nation —a curious error in his otherwise excellent 
reportage. 





SELECTED QUOTATIONS: 
AMERICAN MILITARY LEADERS 


Military history and literature have been enriched 
over the years by the utterances and writings of all 
ranks of the United States Army. The quotations in- 
cluded in this series were selected on the basis of his- 
torical interest, inspirational quality and their expres- 
sion of current military doctrine. The compilation was 
made in the Office of the Chief of Military History, 
Department of the Army, in 1955, but was never final- 
ized for print. The quotations are listed in order of their 
author’s appearance in military history. The historical 
sequence is as follows: 


ERIS SRR EE ae I 
The Revolutionary War II 
ee ee et ee dod Ill 
I oso IV 
Te I as 7 
I TI TP tn est VI 
China Relief Expeditien === Vil 
RATE SES COR Te TODS Vill 
ET eee eae eee Om Ix 
The Sino-Korean War —___....------------- xX 


There are some very significant documents that will 
be reproduced in their entirety. It is hoped that the 
readers of the WEEKLY CRUSADER may find the 
thoughts of these great Americans stimulating and en- 
courage them to persist in their own fight against the 
open and hidden enemies of this great Nation. 





GENERAL GEORGE WASHINGTON 


Excerpt from a letter of instructions to the Captains 
of the Virginia Regiment, July 28, 1759. Douglas South- 
all Freeman. George Washington—A biography. Vol. 
Il New York 1949, p. 263: 


“. . . Discipline is the soul of an Army. It makes 
small numbers formidable; procures success to the weak 
and esteem to all...” 


General Orders, Headquarters New York, July 2, 
1776, John C. Fitzpatrick, ed. The Writings of George 
Washington from the Original Manuscript Sources, 1745- 
1799. Washington, 1931-1944, Vol. 5, p. 212: 


“, .. Let us, therefore, animate and encour- 
age each other and show the whole world that 
a Freeman contending for Liberty on his own 
ground is superior to any slavish mercenary on 
earth...” 


Letter, General Washington to the President of Con- 
gress, Cambridge, Massachusetts, February 9, 1776. Ibid. 
Vol. 4, p. 316. > 


‘. . Men who are familiarized to danger, meet it 
without shrinking, whereas those who have never seen 
Service often apprehend danger where no danger is. 
Three things prompt men to a regular discharge of 
their duty in time of action: Natural bravery, hope of 
reward and fear of punishment. The first two are com- 
mon to the untutored and the disciplined soldiers; but 
the latter most obviously distinguishes the one from 
the other. A coward, when taught to believe that if he 
breaks ranks and abandons his colors, will be punished 
with death by his own party, will take his chance against 
the Enemy; but the man who thinks little of the one 
and is fearful of the other, acts from present feelings 
regardless of consequences . . .” 


General Orders, Headquarters, New York, August 1, 
1776. Ibid. Vol. 5, p. 362: 


“, . the Honor and Success of the Army, and the 
safety of our bleeding Country, depends upon harmony 
and good agreement with each other . . . He will be 
the best soldier, and the best Patriot who contributes 
most to this glorious work, whatever his station, or 
from whatever part of the Continent he may come: 
Let all distinctions of Nations, Countries and Provinces, 
therefore, be lost in the generous contest who shall be- 
have with the most courage against the enemy, and the 
most kindness and good humor to each other . . .” 


Letter, General Washington to the President of the 
Congress, Colonel Morris on the Heights of Harlem, 
September 24, 1776. Fitzpatrick op. cit. Vol. 6, p. 108- 
109: 


“. .. War must be carried on systematically, and 
to do it, you must have good officers; there are, in my 
judgment, no other possible means to obtain them but 
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by establishing your Army upon a permanent footing; 
and giving your officers good pay; this will induce 
gentlemen, and men of character to engage; and till 
the bulk of your officers are composed of such persons 
as are actuated by Principles of Honor, and a spirit of 
enterprise, you have little to expect from them. . .” 


“,.. There is nothing that gives a man consequence, 
and renders him fit for command, like a support that 
renders him independent of everybody but the State he 
serves...” 


Letter, General Washington to Governor Patrick 
Henry of Virginia. Headquarters, Heights of Harlem, 
October 5, 1776. Ibid. p. 187: 


“, . . The true criterion to judge by (when past 
services do not enter into the competition) is to con- 
sider whether the Candidate for Office has a just pre- 
tention to the character of a Gentlemen, a proper sense 
of Honor, and some reputation to lose. . .” 


General Washington’s views as to the necessity for 
good officers, expressed in October 1776. “Officers Call” 
Vol. 5, No. 5: 


“,.. The salvation of their country, and all we are 
contending for, depends (under Providence) upon a 
good choice of officers to make this Army formidable 
to the enemy, and serviceable to the cause we are en- 
deavoring to support...” 


Editorial Note: We contemplate to continue the “Quotations,” in 
chronological order, as space becomes available. Each successive in- 
stallment will have the standard main title “Selected Quotations — 
American Military Leaders.” 


The historical sequence is shown in the opening paragraph of 
this collection and will be used normally. We contemplate eventually 
a name and subject index. 
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“PEACE WALKS” (Continued from Page 2) 


another one way street with us obeying the traffic 
signs and with their violating them at every turn.” 


COMMUNIST AGITATION: 
WASHINGTON ACTION 


Louis Budenz further commented on this premise 
when he wrote: 


“By its frantic shouts for ‘peace,’ ‘peaceful 
coexistence between the Soviet Union and the 
United States,’ and its companion charges of 
‘McCarthyism’ and ‘fascism,’ the Commun- 
ist press has succeeded in getting the con- 
cealed Communists to penetrate non-Commun- 
ist groups with these same slogans. And out 
of the termoil, the Soviet fifth column (manip- 
ulating the thinking of these non-Communist 
groups) has been able to bring enough pres- 
sure on Washington to make government action 
partially ineffective in the international arena.” 


To emphasize the extent to which the Communists 
are fomenting the “peace” activity in the U.S. it is 
im necessary to quote from the Communist publication, 

Political Affairs, February 1961. In a report to the 
National Committee of the Communist Party U.S.A. 
in New York City on January 20, 1961, the Com- 
munists were told: 


“Everything possible must be done to press 
the new Administration to end the cold war, 
to work for a new summit conference and nego- 
tiations in good faith at all levels to settle the 
major issues which threaten war. 


“The crusade for peace must enlist the sup- 
port of every public official, local, state and 
national. The call for peace must be heard in 
union halls and at shop gates, in the press and 
from the pulpits, on radio and television. The 
ery for peace must echo from the city and the 
countryside, from the young and the aged, from 
people of every walk of life. It must become 
so powerful, so irresistible, that it will change 
the course of our government to one of peace.” 


SUICIDAL PLAN PROPOSED 


In his address, the number one Communist in the 
U.S. laid down five demands for the Communists and 
their dupes to press upon the Kennedy administration. 
They were: 


(1) To begin immediately to dismantle the whole 
System of overseas armed bases and camps. According 
to Hall, these are needless and useless for the defense 
of the U.S. They are sources of irritation that endanger 
peace and are a waste of the taxpayer's money. 


Mr. Kennedy has already partially succumbed to 
this pressure. He recently ordered the withdrawal of 
US. forces from many overseas bases. The Kremlin 
will find it a source of irritation as long as we possess 
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any sort of national defense. It is unthinkable that the 
Communist conspiracy should be concerned with how 
we spend our money — as long as we don’t spend it 
for defense. 


(2) End all squabbling and obstruction by our 
representatives and to reach agreement to abolish all 
nuclear testing now. Of course, the Communists ex- 
pect that this will be according to their terms. 


(3) Put an end to all policies of brinkmanship 
and the fomenting of increased world tensions; to work 
to remove one by one all the sources of irritation and 
to accept as our policy the outlook of peaceful coexist- 
ence. This is designed to put us on the defensive, as 
if we were agitating world tensions, rather than the 
Kremlin. 


(4) Take up seriously the task of disarmament 
and to plan now for the use of the billions being 
squandered on arms for houses, hospitals, schools, roads, 
and other social service and social welfare needs. This 
is the key point of the Communist Party line. They 
urge that the money being used to defend the U.S. 
be used to establish socialism in our country. 


(5) To end the Dulles-Eisenhower era of war 
alliances and war pacts. 


You can rest assured that, since the Communists 
were given this directive, they and their sympathizers 
have bombarded officials in Washington with every 
conceivable means of communication in making known 
their demands. The highly organized “Peace Walks” 
in virtually every section of our nation only a matter 
of weeks after this directive was issued is ample proof 
of the Communist strength and organizing ability as 
well as the gullibility of our deceived public. 


WHO AIDS THE CONSPIRACY? 


Must a man be labeled a Communist because he 
demonstrates for peace? Couldn’t there be a great 
humanitarian feeling as the motivating force behind 
the peace marchers? Yes, of course. But a look at 
the background of the leaders of the marches and their 
organizations will indicate the extent to which the 
Soviet conspiracy is using them for the Communist 
end. 


Linus Pauling is a notable figure who has been 
in the forefront of the “peace” offensive. His achieve- 
ments in the scientific field earned him the Nobel 
Prize and the respect and admiration of American cit- 
izens. However, the House Committee on Un-Ameri- 
can activities said of him on April 1, 1951: “His whole 
record given below shows that Linus Pauling is pri- 
marily engrossed in placing his scientific attainments at 
the service of organizations which have in common 
their complete subservience to the Communist Party, 
USA, and the Soviet Union. Professor Pauling has 
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not deviated a hair’s breadth from this pattern of 
loyalty to the Communist cause since 1946.” Louis 
Budenz has, under oath, identified Linus Pauling as a 
member of the Communist Party. Thus, it may be 
surmised that a great many who lend their support 
to the “peace” move in the U.S. are known or secret 
members of the Communist Party. 


The Communist W orker mentioned the Fellowship 
of Reconciliation as one of the groups active in organ- 
izing the peace walks. While it is true that the Fel- 
lowship of Reconciliation has never been cited as a 
Communist front, its activities and leadership have 
more often than not been sympathetic to the Commun- 
ist cause. Walter Steel, a witness before the Dies Com- 
mittee in 1938 made this opening statement: 


“Most of the radical pacifist movements in 
the United States owe their existence to the 
Fellowship of Reconciliation, according to the 
published history of that movement.” 


THE CLOAK OF THE CLERGY 


A. J. Muste, a Presbyterian minister and secretary 
emeritus of the Fellowship of Reconciliation, began his 
pacifist and labor union activity in W.W.I. In 1957 
he described his activity in these words: 


“Thus in this summer of 1957 I am oc- 
cupied with problems relating to the attitude of 
the churches toward nuclear war as that atti- 
tude may find expression in meetings of the 
Central Committee of the World Council of 
Churches at New Haven; with plans for Gan- 
dhian action at the nuclear testing in Nevada 
when the Hiroshima anniversary rolls around, 
with hot discussion as to what the ferment in 
the Communist movement throughout the world 
may mean for peace and the possibility of a 
free society on earth, if maintenance of peace 
makes such a society at least a possibility.” 
(Liberation, July-August, 1957, p. 20) 


The above premise is based upon Rev. Muste’s 
belief that the Communists have changed their spots 
and sincerely want peace . . . in spite of the out- 
standing evidence against such a hoax. Mr. Muste ex- 
panded these views through a new organization en- 
titled the “American Forum for Socialist Education.” 


Newspapermen were denied entrance to the U.S. 
Communist Party’s 16th National Convention, Febru- 
ary 9-12, 1957. That did not exclude such “impartial 
observers” as A. J. Muste, however, who headed a 
delegation to the convention. Of this delegation, J. 
Edgar Hoover has said: 


“The Communists boasted of having “‘im- 
partial observers” cover the convention. How- 
ever, most of these so-called impartial observ- 
ers were handpicked before the convention 
started and were reportedly headed by A. J. 
Muste, who has long fronted for the Commun- 
ists and who recently circulated an amnesty 
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petition calling for the release of Communist 
leaders convicted under the Smith Act. Muste’s 
report on the convention was biased, as could 
be expected.” 


CIVIL DISOBEDIENCE REQUIRED 


Another group engrossed in a walk for peace is 
the Committee For Non-Violent Action. They are 
sponsoring a “walk for peace” from San Francisco to 
Moscow. In their literature, the Committee for Non- 
Violent Action calls for America to “take the initiative 
in disarmament and continue to disarm regardless of 
what other nations do.” A more suicidal proposal 
could never have been instigated. This amounts to 
“surrender at any price.” It is an open invitation for 
the Communist conspiracy to come and take over our 
great United States. 


While it is true that they call on other nations to 
disarm, the Committee for Non-Violent Action leaves 
no question as to whom they are attempting to in- 
fluence. They say, “. . . the walk must have a single, 
unified impact on the American public. . .” This is 
almost a direct quote from the Communist Political 
Affairs. The purpose is to influence legislation in 
Washington, first and foremost. 


In selecting applicants for their “walks for peace” 
the organizers are particularly interested in those who 
have “committed civil disobedience in America.” Ac- 
cording to the publicity released by the Committee, 
“civil disobedience” is one of the “major factors” con- 
sidered in selecting members for the walking team. 


In a radio speech in the Soviet Union on March 
21, 1961, Khrushchev said: “We (meaning the Com- 
munists) shall be happy when people of all countries 
stand under the banner of Marxism-Leninism and the 
Communist banner flies over the whole planet.” 


COMMUNIST EFFECTIVENESS CITED 


President Kennedy, by executive order, has just 
created the United States Disarmament Commission. 
Its Deputy Director, Edmund A. Gullion, has said that 
it is difficult to work under the “18th Century Con- 
stitution.” He further explained in a briefing session 
that the Disarmament Commission must be sem 
anonymous and that they do not want to be answerable 
to the White House. “Although I have worked at the 
White House, I like it better here,” he said. It is his 
intention to set up an all powerful international court 
and allow the Soviet teams to inspect our disarmament, 
but we will depend on the British to do it for us in 
Russia. 


The pattern is all too clear. Moscow gives the 
order; American Communists, their sympathizers and 
dupes pick up the hue and cry; Washington implements 
it through legislation or executive order! 


April 28, 196! 
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